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possible ratios. The elimination of those ratios is done in accordance with the results of the 
overspeed test. 

The control logic of the present invention will eliminate automatically those 
ratios that will result in engine overspeeding as target ratio is automatically determined. This 
determination is made by a control algorithm using the control logic at 32 in Applicants' 
Figure 1 in response to the various inputs at 34 in Figure 1. This is fundamentally distinct 
from a transmission system in which range selection is based on shift lever position and a 
driver operated selector switch position. 

In making an unobviousness determination, the use of hindsight wisdom should 
be avoided. It is well established that a motivation or suggestion in at least one of multiple 
prior art reference citations must be present before a conclusion of obviousness can be reached . 
In the present case, neither of the cited references, in the view of Applicants, provides such 
a motivation or suggestion. 

Please charge the additional claims fee and any additional fees or credit any 
overpayments as a result of the filing of this paper to our Deposit Account No. 02-3978 - a 
duplicate of this paper is enclosed for that purpose. 

Applicants have attempted to emphasize the distinctions between the present 
invention and the reference patent teachings by making the amendments to the claims included 
in this paper. It is requested that claims 1-8 and 18-22, as presently amended, be grouped with 
allowable claims 9-17 and 23-31 and that a Notice of Allowance be issued. 

Respectfully submitted, 
DOUGLAS A. HUGHES, et al. 
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